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198:  Additional information on lake elevation and breeding season for the Southwestern willow flycatcher has been added to the FEIS.  This information was summarized from information included in the BA discussed in previous responses.  


199:  According to information included in McKernan, 1999, individual Yuma clapper rails have been documented at the Virgin and Muddy Rivers including the Virgin River floodplain between Littlefield, AZ and the Virgin River Delta, NV, and at sites within the lower Grand Canyon.  No additional information on possible sightings of Yuma clapper rail in the Lake Mead Delta is available.

200:  Revisions have been made to the discussion of bonytail in the FEIS.  




201:  Section 3.8.2.2.3 has been revised to use the term "repatriate" instead of "reintroduce."

202:  The locations of designation of critical habitat for all four fish species references the Federal Register notice (March 21, 1994), and occurrence of critical habitat in the analysis area is noted for each species.

203:  This information has been noted in the FEIS.

204:  See response to Comment 57-202 above.



205:  See response to Comment 57-202 above.  This information has been added to the FEIS.

206:  This section has been modified to discuss that razorback sucker can be found in the lower Colorado River and Lake Havasu.  Populations of razorback sucker within the San Juan River are outside of the area under consideration in the EIS.

207:  Comment noted.  However, Reclamation believes that the information is presented appropriately.
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208:  It should be noted that the analysis considers how species would be affected by changing system conditions that could occur under baseline conditions and each of the alternatives.  With regard to potential effects on special-status species, the differences between the alternatives is primarily associated with changes in probabilities for certain conditions to occur.  A more complete and detailed analysis would involve extensive study of each of these species and their population dynamics.

209:  Comment noted.  However, Reclamation believes that the information is presented appropriately.

210:  Modeling of future conditions under baseline conditions and the alternatives indicates increased potential for declining water levels at Lake Mead.  Although the rate of changed potential for surface elevation reductions varies among the alternatives compared to baseline conditions, significant differences in seasonal fluctuations are not expected (or indicated through system modeling).  No research directly addressing various lake levels and resulting development of riparian and marsh habitat is available.  Only general historical information is available and is associated with post-drought years followed by high water years.  As a result, a general approach that includes potential effects on vegetation based on the predicted declines in water levels is presented.

211:  Comment noted.  Reclamation believes that the analysis presented adequately identifies the potential effects of the alternatives compared to baseline conditions.


212:  The discussions for effects to fish species has been reformatted similar to that for the plant and wildlife species.  Effects of the alternatives to razorback sucker in Lake Mead are analyzed.




213:  Flows below Hoover Dam would be within historical ranges under baseline conditions and each of the alternatives, and no impacts to special-status species fish within this segment would occur as a result of interim surplus criteria.



214:  Comment noted.  See response to Comment 57-213. The last sentence has been clarified.




